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Coahoma County (MS) Project—recordings
by Alan Lomax and John Work of the entire
spectrum of African American music in the
Mississippi Delta, 1941–42 (includes the two
following items).

Muddy Waters (McKinley Morganfield)—
the original Delta field recordings by Alan
Lomax in 1941–42 (?), when Muddy Waters
was a young man and before he went north
to Chicago, electrified, and helped start the
modern Rhythm and Blues style.

Eddie ‘‘Son’’ House—Mississippi Delta field
recordings of the legendary blues singer by
Alan Lomax, 1941?

‘‘Bonaparte’s Retreat’’ played on fiddle by
Bill Stepp of Salyersville, KY, 1937, recorded
by Alan Lomax—the source of the famous
‘‘Hoedown’’ music by Aaron Copeland’s
Rodeo.

Willard Rhodes/Bureau of Indian Affairs
Collection, the most comprehensive effort to
document American Indian music in the
post-WW2 period.

American Dialect Society Collection—
early documentation of American speech and
dialect.

Alan Lomax Michigan collection (1938?)—
includes both urban blues and various un-
usual ethnic traditions (Here’s an example of
a disc collection that, because of the par-
ticular composition of the acetate discs, is
flaking and falling apart as we speak).

III. WIRE RECORDINGS (CA. 1947–65)

IV. TAPE ERA (1947–PRESENT)

Paul Bowles Moroccan Collection—60 to 70
7’’ tapes recorded by noted author/composer
Paul Bowles with the assistance of the Li-
brary of Congress, surveying the music of
Morocco.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Ms.
MCCARTHY), for her leadership and sup-
port of this effort. She has been very
much involved in bringing the bill to
this point, and I certainly appreciate
her support on the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SUNUNU). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4846, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 4846.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
f

TRUTH IN REGULATING ACT OF
2000

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass

the bill (H.R. 4924) to establish a 3-year
pilot project for the General Account-
ing Office to report to Congress on eco-
nomically significant rules of Federal
agencies, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 4924

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Truth in
Regulating Act of 2000’’.
SEC. 2. PURPOSES.

The purposes of this Act are to—
(1) increase the transparency of important

regulatory decisions;
(2) promote effective congressional over-

sight to ensure that agency rules fulfill stat-
utory requirements in an efficient, effective,
and fair manner; and

(3) increase the accountability of Congress
and the agencies to the people they serve.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act, the term—
(1) ‘‘agency’’ has the meaning given such

term under section 3502(1) of title 44, United
States Code, except that such term shall not
include an independent regulatory agency, as
that term is defined in section 3502(5) of such
title;

(2) ‘‘economically significant rule’’ means
any proposed or final rule, including an in-
terim or direct final rule, that may have an
annual effect on the economy of $100,000,000
or more or adversely affect in a material way
the economy, a sector of the economy, pro-
ductivity, competition, jobs, the environ-
ment, public health or safety, or State, local,
or tribal governments or communities, or for
which an agency has prepared an initial or
final regulatory flexibility analysis pursuant
to section 603 or 604 of title 5, United States
Code; and

(3) ‘‘independent evaluation’’ means a sub-
stantive evaluation of the agency’s data,
methodology, and assumptions used in devel-
oping the economically significant rule,
including—

(A) an explanation of how any strengths or
weaknesses in those data, methodology, and
assumptions support or detract from conclu-
sions reached by the agency; and

(B) the implications, if any, of those
strengths or weaknesses for the rulemaking.
SEC. 4. PILOT PROJECT FOR REPORT ON RULES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) REQUEST FOR REVIEW.—When an agency

publishes an economically significant rule, a
chairman or ranking member of a committee
of jurisdiction of either House of Congress
may request the Comptroller General of the
United States to review the rule.

(2) REPORT.—The Comptroller General
shall submit a report on each economically
significant rule selected under paragraph (4)
to the committees of jurisdiction in each
House of Congress not later than 180 cal-
endar days after a committee request is re-
ceived, or in the case of a committee request
for review of a notice of proposed rule-
making or an interim final rulemaking, by
the end of the period for submission of com-
ment regarding the rulemaking, if prac-
ticable. The report shall include an inde-
pendent evaluation of the economically sig-
nificant rule by the Comptroller General.

(3) INDEPENDENT EVALUATION.—The inde-
pendent evaluation of the economically sig-
nificant rule by the Comptroller General
under paragraph (2) shall include—

(A) an evaluation of an agency’s analysis
of the potential benefits of the rule, includ-
ing any beneficial effects that cannot be
quantified in monetary terms and the identi-

fication of the persons or entities likely to
receive the benefits;

(B) an evaluation of an agency’s analysis of
the potential costs of the rule, including any
adverse effects that cannot be quantified in
monetary terms and the identification of the
persons or entities likely to bear the costs;

(C) an evaluation of an agency’s analysis of
alternative approaches set forth in the no-
tice of proposed rulemaking and in the rule-
making record, as well as of any regulatory
impact analysis, federalism assessment, or
other analysis or assessment prepared by the
agency or required for the economically sig-
nificant rule; and

(D) a summary of the results of the evalua-
tion of the Comptroller General and the im-
plications of those results.

(4) PROCEDURES FOR PRIORITIES OF RE-
QUESTS.—The Comptroller General shall have
discretion to develop procedures for deter-
mining the priority and number of requests
for review under paragraph (1) for which a re-
port will be submitted under paragraph (2).

(b) AUTHORITY OF COMPTROLLER GENERAL.—
Each agency shall promptly cooperate with
the Comptroller General in carrying out this
Act. Nothing in this Act is intended to ex-
pand or limit the authority of the General
Accounting Office.
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
the General Accounting Office to carry out
this Act $5,200,000 for each of fiscal years 2001
through 2003.
SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE AND DURATION OF

PILOT PROJECT.

(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This Act shall take
effect 90 days after the date of enactment of
this Act.

(b) DURATION OF PILOT PROJECT.—The pilot
project under this Act shall continue for a
period of 3 years, if in each fiscal year, or
portion thereof included in that period, a
specific annual appropriation not less than
$5,200,000 or the pro-rated equivalent thereof
shall have been made for the pilot project.

(c) REPORT.—Before the conclusion of the
3-year period, the Comptroller General shall
submit to Congress a report reviewing the ef-
fectiveness of the pilot project and recom-
mending whether or not Congress should per-
manently authorize the pilot project.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4924.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,

I yield myself 15 minutes.
(Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin asked and

was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I move that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Truth in Regulating
Act of 2000. It is a bipartisan, good gov-
ernment bill. It establishes a regu-
latory analysis function within the
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